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Accused: Sergeant German VAZQUEZ, Star#2316, Empl. #|^HLnit0]0. 

Allegation #1: It is alleged by^^^^^^^^Bthatonl2^N-15, at approximately 
1200 hours, at the location Sergeant German 

VAZQUEZ, Star #2316, entered her apartment with a search warrant and cut open her 
futon mattress. 

Allegation #2: It is alleged 5 , at approximately 

1200 hours, at the location Sergeant German 

VAZQUEZ, Star #2316, entered her apartment with a search warrant and opened and 
stepped on packages of food. 

Allegation #3: It is alleged by^^^^^^H^Hthatonl2^AN-]5, at approximately 
1200 hours, at the location of|||||H^^^^^|^^^^^^^^Sergeant German 
VAZQUEZ, Star #2316, entere^ie^partmenMvUl^^earcl^^rant and threw clothing 
onto the floor and walked on the clothes making them muddy. 


INVESTIGATION 


On 26-JAN-15 the undersigned received thi^as^oMnve^gation. 17-FEB-15 the 
undersigned interviewed the complainanL^^^^^^^^^^^Th^omDlainaimelaj^ 
she 

and found her apartment "all tore up." The complainant stated that the back door had 
been damaged as if it had been forced open, everything had been thrown out of her closet, 
her clothes were taken out of her dresser and thrown on the floor, her batliroom towels 
were on the floor, and packages of food had been opened and on the floor in the kitchen. 
I’he complainant further stated that her futon mattress was cut down the side in an 
apparent attempt to look inside. According to the complainant, her clothes were muddy 
in tliat tliey had been stepped on, and the packages of food that were on the floor in the 
kitchen had to be thrown away in that they had also been stepped on. The complainant 
stated that the copy of the search warrant that had been left for her did not specify which 
third floor apart ment the warrant authoriz ed to be searched. The complainant explained 
that she lived 


land that although the search warrant did not 
identify the is 

complainant 

stated that she had no complaint about the back door damage in that it was not her door 
and the landlord had it repaired. 


On 25-MAR*15 the complainant dropped off photographs to the undersigned which 
allegedly showed the condition of the complainant's apartment as she found it after the 
execution of the search warrant. Additionally, the complainant clarified that she was 
making an allegation that the officers entered her apartment without a warrant that 
specified which apartment the warrant allowed to be searched. 
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With respect to the allegations of the complainant regarding clothes allegedly thrown to 
tlie floor aiid muddied» boxes of food allegedly opened and stepped on, as well as a futon 
mattress that was allegedly cut open, the undersigned identified as the accused all of the 
entry officers including Sgt. German VAZQUEZ, and the affiant, P.O. John 
SANDOVAL. Additionally, the undersigned identified P.O. SANDOVAL as tlie accused 
relative to the complainant's allegation that the officers entered her apartment without a 
warrant that specified which apartment the warrant allowed to be searched. 

All of the accused submitted reports addressing the allegations, and P.O. SAjNDOVAL 
provided a statement. None of the officers or the sergeant stated that they committed any 
of the actions that were alleged by the complainant. None of the officers or the sergeant 
stated that they observed any other members commit any of the actions that were alleged 
by the complainant. Officers SANDOVAL, DURAN, and HONDA did state that food 
items were already on the kitchen floor prior to their entry. P.O. DURAN stated that he 
did remove food items from the pantry and place them neatly on the floor. 


The undersigned did review the photographs provided by the complainant as well as the 
entry and exit photographs that were taken by P.O. HONDA. The exit photographs did 
not show clothing on the floor, but did not show the entire floor area of the apartment. 
The photographs that were provided by the complainant did show some clothing on the 
floor, but it could not be determined from the photographs whether tliey had been stepped 
on or muddied. The photographs provided by the complainant did show a futon mattress 
that had apparently been cut down the side. The entry and exit photos did not show the 
futon mattress in a manner whereby it could be determined if it had been cut open. The 
photographs provided by the complainant, as well as the photographs taken by P.O. 
HONDA, did show that several items were placed together in a section of the kitchen 
floor outside of the pantry, and did not depict what was described by the complainant. 


With respect to the allegation that the officers entere^he^Darlmen^vitl^^search 
warrant that did not specifically authorize entry to the 

undersigned reviewed a copy of the Search Warrant and the Complaint for Search 
Warrant. The review of said documents revealed that the Search Warrant did not specify 
the specific apartment to be searched by number, and identified the premises to be 
searched only as the "Third floor apartment of a multi unit ap artment building located at 

The Complaint for Search 
Warrant revealed that information to obtain the Search Warrant was provided by a 
subject referred to as J. DOE, who described the specific loca tion of the apartment in 
question as the rear door to the south at the third floor landing of | 

The Complaint for Search Warrant and the Search Warrant were each signed by Judge 
Angela PETRONE . On 21-APR-15 the undersigned conducted a location visit to| 

I and verified that the rear entry of 
to the south at the third floor landing, as stated in the Complaint for Search Warrant, and 
to the north. Therefore, in that it is clear that the Search Warrant was 
issued for the apartment specifically described in the Complaint for Search Warrant, 
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which was the Search Warrant did authorize entry 

into apartment into her apartment. 

FINDINGS 

Accused: Police Officer John SANDOVAL, Star #7573, Empl, 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained — Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #4: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

RECOMMENDATION:^^^^^^^^| 

Accused: Police Officer, Jose DURAN Star #13930, Empl. #^^H UnitOlO. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATIONi^^^^^^^^l 

Accused: Police Officer Marcos BOCANEGRA, Star#l3l91, Empl. ti^^^UnitOlO 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION:^^^^^^^^^! 
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Accused: Police Officer Shawn ALONZO, Star #1(X)81, Empl. ^^||||Unit 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 


Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 


Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 


RECOMMENDATION 



Accused: Police Officer Daniel HONDA, Star #3478, Empl. Unit 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION:^^^^^^^^^! 


Accused: Police Officer Miguel ROMERO, Star #99.S5, Empl. #^^| Unit 010, 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION: 


Accused: Police Officer David LOPEZ, Star #12685, Empl. Unit010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 
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Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accused; Sergeant German VAZQUEZ, Star #2316, Empl.^^^^Unit 010. 

Allegation #1; Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual, 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION: 


DATE INITIATED: 26-JAN-2015 
DATE COMPLETED: 08-JUN-2015 
ELAPSED TIME: 133 Days 


Approved; 



BIA- Investigations South 


f'ast*'Manag4‘meiU Supervisor -.foseph Stehlik 
Sergeant 

Bureau of Internal Affairs 
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